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Commissioner for Patents 

The reply filed 5/14/2009 is not fully responsive to the prior non-final office action 1/30/2009 because the reply states, "Applicant 
further submits that the amendments to C laims 1 , 15,21 and 23 make express features recited in original claims 8- 1 0 (e.g., storing 
position relevant Web content in a location bookmark area). These features, therefore, have been considered by the Examiner and 
were subject to search in the present Office Action. Hence, the Examiner's next official communication can not be made final on the 
basis that Applicant's amendments to the claims necessitated a new grounds of rejection requiring further consideration and/or anew 
search. Applicant respectfully submits that any subsequent Office Action based on new grounds of rejection must be presented as a 
non-Final ( )l'licc Action." and the applicant also contrarily deliberately presented narrow independent claims dated 5/14/2009 over 
arts rejections with limitations that were not in fact present in the claims 8-10 dated 7/15/2008. See that the applicant's amended 
claims 15, etc., indeed contains for example, "the mobile terminal is further configured to periodically update the location bookmark 
in response to a relative position of the mobile terminal". At most claim 1 1 contains, "periodically updating the position relevant Web 
content" which in not what the applicant contrarily purposely presented "periodically update the location bookmark in response to a 
relative position of the mobile terminal", which is simply against USPTO policies and hence would be notified to the highest level for 
appropriate action etc., if similar occurred again, as the applicant's intentionally provided the amended claims with additional 
limitations that were never examined before i.e., "periodically update the location bookmark in response to a relative position of the 
mobile terminal", etc., along with specifically stating that "the Examiner's next official communication can not be made final on the 
basis that Applicant's amendments to the claims necessitated a new grounds of rejection requiring further consideration and/or a new 
search. Applicant respectfully submits that any subsequent Office Action based on new grounds of rejection must be presented as a 
non-Final Office Action.". Further, even though only limitations "periodically update the location bookmark in response to a relative 
position of the mobile terminal", is mentioned above; the applicant is also requested to show (in the cancelled claims 8-10 or 
previously rejected other claims) limitations "store the location tagged Web content in a location bookmark area of the apparatus", etc. 
that have been added to claim 21; and all other amended limtations that were not contained in the previously rejected claims. The 
applicant's presenting of the amended broadly limitations along with intentional statements for unnecessarily avoiding final office 
actions is contrary to the USPTO's efforts for expediting the prosecution of the case. Since the above-mentioned reply appears to be 
bona fide, applicant is given ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) DAYS from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, 
within which to supply the omission or correction in order to avoid abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY 
BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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